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SUMMARY 


Fayette Station is a popular and heavily used area in New River Gorge National River. 
Parking, access, and takeout facilities are inadequate for current levels of use, which include 
commercial and noncommercial boaters as well as day use visitors. Special events increase 
the demands on the resources of the area and add to conflicts between user groups. This 
environmental assessment offers four alternatives (including a no-action alternative) that 
present various options for alleviating the problems inherent in the operation of the area. The 
National Park Service has concluded that alternative 2 would best protect the resources of the 
area while providing a high level of visitor enjoyment and safety. 


Comments on this document may be sent to: 


Superintendent 

New River Gorge National River 
P.O. Box 246 

Glen Jean, WV 25846 
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PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR THE PLAN 


The legislation (Public Law 95-625, November 10, 1978) establishing New River Gorge 
National River states that the park was set aside “for the purpose of conserving and 
interpreting outstanding natural, scenic, and historic values and objects in and around the 
New River Gorge and preserving as a free-flowing stream an important segment of the New 
River in West Virginia for the benefit and enjoyment of present and future generations.” 


As an important part of New River Gorge, Fayette Station is used by both commercial and 
private boaters as the northernmost public takeout area in New River Gorge National River. 
It is an attractive place, and visitors can walk to the river, fish, watch rafting, and picnic. 
There is a high demand for parking and river access during boating season, and conflicts are 
not uncommon between user groups. With a view of the New River Bridge, the area becomes 
particularly popular during special events. On Bridge Day, for example, thousands of visitors 
congregate at the New River Bridge and Fayette Station to watch and participate in activities 
that include parachuting from the U.S. Highway 19 bridge. 


The General Management Plan for New River Gorge (November 1982) identified Fayette Station 
for use as a public takeout area should its purchase by the government precede that of Ames 
(leays Landing) across the river. The west side of New River (Fayette Station) is more gently 
sloping than the east side (Ames/Teays) and more conducive to development. Early draft 
planning documents call for acquisition of the Middle Beach and day use areas at Fayette 
Station and improvement of access for takeout activities. They also call for acquisition of the 
Cole property for use as a staging area for riverbank recreation and establishment of parking 
and restroom facilities. 


The park has now acquired those Fayette Station properties and is planning for the 
development of the site as called for in the general management plan. In order to respond to 
park operational needs, the development of this site is a park priority and construction is 
planned to begin as soon as possible. 


Improvements to vehicular and pedestrian circulation, additional parking on improved 
surfaces, and restroom and changing facilities for river users are proposed in order to 
minimize conflicts between the different user groups. Parking for visitors with disabilities 
would be provided in all use areas at Fayette Station, although pedestrian connections 
between areas would not be wheelchair accessible due to steep terrain. All restrooms would 
be wheelchair accessible. 


This environmental assessment examines four alternatives (including a no-action alternative) 
for visitor use facilities and resource protection at Fayette Station. The purpose of the 
environmental assessment was to determine which alternative would best protect the area’‘s 
resources, provide a desirable visitor experience, and minimize safety hazards. Issues that 
were evaluated include possible impacts to cultural resources, a state rare animal species, 
floodplains, storm water runoff, Wolf Creek, and visitor safety. Costs were also considered. 
After examining many factors, the National Park Service selected alternative 2 as the 
proposed action for Fayette Station. 


The National Park Service is concurrently working on the Teays development concept plan 
/ environmental assessment for the area around the New River Bridge / U.S. Highway 19. 














This plan addresses planning recommendations and compliance and possible circulation 
alternatives for State Highway 82. The development proposed for the Fayette Station site will 
be needed regardless of what recommendations are made for adjacent areas identified in the 
Teays development concept plan. Public meetings for the Teays development concept plan 
and environmental assessment were conducted in February and May of 1992. A draft of the 
Teays development concept plan and environmental assessment is currently on public review. 
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DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVES 


Four alternatives, including a no-action alternative, are presented to assess the practicality and 
impacts of development at Fayette Station. 


The proposed development encompasses three sites (see no-action alternative) for a total of 
1.1 acres: the Cole area (0.5 acres), which is between State Highway 82 and the railroad tracks; 
the Middle Beach area (0.35 acres), which is between the takeout area and the road bridge 
over Wolf Creek; and the day use area (0.25 acres), which is at the edge of the river just east 
of the road bridge over Wolf Creek. 


All of the alternatives for the Cole area at Fayette Station approach development in two 
construction phases. Although the entire Cole area was purchased by the National Park 
Service, a life estate was granted for the Cole house, which precludes development of that 
portion at this time. In each alternative phase 1 development would take place at Middle 
Beach, in the day use area, and between Wolf Creek and the Cole life estate boundary. Phase 
2 development would affect the Cole house and associated outbuildings. 


All the alternatives call for some work related to at least operational and management needs 
(including the no-action alternative). Wherever an alternative calls for resurfacing, regrading, 
or soil stabilization, it is intended that this include revegetation as needed. All revegetation 
would be done with native plants. A determination will be made during comprehensive 
design regarding whether to use nursery stock or salvaged plant material. 


ALTERNATIVE 1 — NO ACTION 
Summary: 


No organized parking 

20 car spaces (approximate) 

8 bus spaces (approximate) 

0 comfort stations (portable toilets provided) 


A no-action alternative allows for the continuation of present trends and conditions. The park 
would respond to operational and management needs such as regraveling parking surfaces 
and stabilizing soils. The Cole area would remain as dirt parking with no designated 
pedestrian access to Middle Beach (visitors now walk across the railroad tracks with no 
crossing gate or signal). Boater access and circulation to the takeout area would remain the 
same. Portable toilets would continue to be used in Middle Beach. No comfort stations would 
be constructed. The day use area would remain the same with no defined parking, pedestrian 
access, or circulation routes (see Alternative 1 map). 








BLANK PAGE 











ALTERNATIVE 2 -— Proposed Action 
Summary: 


43 car spaces 
14 bus spaces 
2 comfort stations 


Cole Area 


The Cole house and outbuildings (including two privies, a woodshed, and a chicken 
coop/shed) would be documented and removed according to all applicable NPS guidelines 
and standards after the structures revert to the National Park Service. Interpretive media 
would be located along the hillside or at the house to interpret the various associated 
historical themes. The decision to demolish these structures is based on a number of 
considerations. The pressing need for parking space (this is the last public takeout area within 
park boundaries) and safety issues were two primary considerations. A good example of a 
railroad house, the Willis House at Quinnimont Railroad yard, already exists in the park and 
provides an opportunity for interpretation, Restoration of the Cole house would be costly 
because the property is in poor condition, and it would not best serve the public needs at 
Fayette Station. Once the buildings are removed, asphalt parking would be constructed in the 
Cole area, with 22 right-angle parking spaces for cars (one handicapped accessible) and ten 
bus spaces along the entry road. Six-foot-wide gravel walks would be constructed along other 
parking bays (see Alternative 2 map). 


Pedestrian access would be via a walkway and stairway within a 30-toot-wide strip of land 
adjacent to the railroad right-of-way at the east end of the site. The stairway would end at 
a oridge across Wolf Creek. A boardwalk would continue, adjacent to State Highway 82, to 
the base of the one-lane vehicle bridge across Wolf Creek. Here the walkway would join the 
attached boardwalk leading from the day use area to Middle Beach. A land exchange would 
be necessary for this alternative (see illustration). A 9-foot, 4-inch-wide strip of land along the 
southeast boundary might be exchanged for the 30-foot-wide strip needed for the walkway. 
If the land exchange is unsuccessful, the other possible pedestrian access from the Cole area 
to Middle Beach and the day use area would be along the Cole area entry drive and along 
State Highway 82. Currently, visitors moving, between the Cole area and Middle Beach walk 
across the railroad tracks. Under alternatives 2, 3, and 4, the National Park Service would 
consult with CSX regarding possible installation of visitor safety devices in this area. 


Paved areas would be drained to a stormwater detention area at the northeast corner of the 
site. 


Middle Beach 


Angled parking tor six cars and parallel parking for two buses would be constructed on the 
lower drive. Two additional parallel bus spaces would be constructed on the south side of 
the middle island. A comfort station with six stalls for vault toilets and changing rooms 
would be constructed at the southwest corner of the site adove the 100-year floodplain and 
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on a paved pad with one accessible parking space. All areas would be regraded and 
resurfaced with gravel. 


Day Use Area 


A gravel parking area would be constructed with 15 right-angle spaces for cars (one for 
visitors with disabilities) along the south side of the site and a gravel walkway along the 
north side nearest the river. The drive would end in a loop turnaround. A small accessible 
comfort station with two vault toilets would be constructed near the west end of the parking 
stalls above the 100-year floodplain and with a small accessible paved area. Access to Middle 
Beach would be via an elevated boardwalk, which would attach to the side of the vehicle 
bridge and connect to a gravel path at Middle Beach. 











ALTERNATIVE 3 
Summary: 

38 car spaces 

7 bus spaces 

2 comfort stations 


Cole Area 


The exterior facades of the Cole house and the historic privy would be restored. The 
nonhistoric privy, woodshed, and chicken coop/shed would be removed. The structures 


would be used for storage or other park uses. Limited interior ork would be done. The 
building would be unheated or minimally heated and would ha\« no :nsulation or potable 
water. The structures would not be accessible to the ; ublic. This crea would be regraded and 
resurfaced with gravel for parking (see Alternative 3 map}. Pedestrian access to Middle Beach 


would be the same as in alternative 2. 


There is a life tenancy at this property. Although the property is currently eligibie for the 
national register of historic places, it is in poor condition. When the property reverts to NPS 
use, the National Park Service will reexamine the property's integrity and eligibility. 
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Middle Beach 


tJ 


This area would be the same as in alternative 


Day Use Area 


This area would be the same as in alternative 
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ALTERNATIVE 4 
Summary: 


42 car spaces 
4 bus spaces 
2 comfort stations 


Cole Area 


As in alternative 3 the exterior facades of the Cole house and the historic privy would be 
restored, and ihe nonhistoric privy, woodshed, and chicken coop/shed would be removed. 
The interior of the Cole house would be modified for an adaptive reuse to be determined. 
Modifications would include the addition of heat, insulation, bathrooms, water, and 
accessibility from the rear of the structure (away from the railroad). Possible future use could 
include ranger offices, administrative office, and "Artist in the Park" studio in the off-season. 
Pedestrian access 10 Middle Beach would be developed as in alternative 2. Paved areas would 
drain to a stormwater detention area at the northeast corner of the site (see Alternative 4 


map). 
There is a life tenancy at this property. Although the property is currently eligible for the 


national register, it is in pocr condition. When the property reverts to NPS use, the National 
Park Service will reexamine the property’s integrity and eligibility. 


Middle Beach 


This area would be developed as .n clternatives 2 and 3. 


Day Use Area 


This area would be developed as in alternatives 2 and 3. 


ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT REJECTED 


One development concept alternative, complete restoration, was considered but rejected. This 
alternative was based on the complete restoration and interpretation of the Cole house, 
outbuildings, and surroundings as a railroad residence. Due to the condition of the structures, 
a tull restoration of the house and outbuildings would leave little of the original building 
material, and its integrity would be questionable. The constrained nature of the site would 
require that the restored site be closed during the summer season to avoid conflicts with river 
use. 
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AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 


GENERAL 


Fayette Station is in the lower gorge unit at the northernmost end of the national river. The 
project area is on the west side of the river and is the last public boat landing area inside the 
park boundary. 


Fayette Station is accessible from U.S. Highway 19 and the canyon rim via State Highway 82, 
which winds its way down to the river, proceeds under the railroad trestle, and provides 
access to the river shoreline. State Highway 82 is closed to traffic at the old Fayette Station 
bridge, which was condemned after the opening of the U.S. Highway 19 bridge in 1977. 


The U.S. Highway 19 bridge, which is the world’s longest single-span arch bridge, crosses the 
canyon just downstream from Fayette Station. This bridge provides dramatic contrast to the 
historic river crossing at the old Fayette Station bridge. 


The Fayette Station site includes three distinct areas: Cole, Middle Beach, and day use (see 
illustration). The Cole area is across the railroad tracks from Middle Beach on a bench that 
was created with fill brought in for railroad construction. The Cole life estate, including the 
house, outhouse, chicken coop, and woodshed, is included in this area. Middle Beach, on the 
west side of Wolf Creek, and the day use area on the east side are located on a low bench of 
relatively flat land. State Highway 82 winds down from the top of the gorge past the Cole 
area, along the east side of Wolf Creek, under a railroad bridge, and east along the upper 
edge of the day use area. 


The site is heavily wooded except for clearings used for parking and the railroad. There are 
gravel areas at both Middle Beach and the day use area. Visitors also park on the dirt or mud 
surface at the Cole area. The railroad uses the Cole area for access to the tracks and the 
railroad building. On busy days visitors park along both sides of State Highway 82. 


A one-lane bridge crosses Wolf Creek from State Highway 82 to the Middle Beach area and 
takeouts beyond. Travel between the day use and Middle Beach areas is via the same one- 
lane vehicle bridge. Pedestrian access between Middle Beach and the Cole area is via a dirt 
path that crosses the CSX railroad tracks. 


Middle Beach provides access to the commercial and noncommercial takeout areas to the 
north. It is used by commercial boating operations and by private boaters. The area is heavily 
used, and space is limited. The day use area is used for overflow parking, boating activities, 
fishing, and picnicking as well as by people watching the boating on the river. The Cole area 
is used for both commercial and noncommercial parking, by CSX for access to its property, 
and by the adjacent private property owner. The whole area gets especially heavy use during 
special events such as Bridge Day. 








NATURAL RESOURCES 
Topography and Soils 


The lower gorge unit of the New River gorge, which includes Fayette Station, has the steepest 
walls within the national river boundaries, with slopes averaging between 30% and 80%. Wolf 
Creek empties inte the New River at Fayette Station upstream from the Middle Beach and 
takeout areas and downstream from the day use area. 


Along the river at Fayette Station the soils are characterized as steep rock land (Deklab-Gilpin 
association) (USDA 1975). They consist of rough, broken sandstone cliffs on uplands and are 
moderately deep, well drained, and coarse textured. These soils are also tound along some 
of the major tributary streams, including Wolf Creek. 


Site conditions on the west (Fayette Station) side of the river are much more conducive to 
recreational use than on the east side. Wolf Creek has created an accessible, gently sloping 
delta next to the river. The boulder-strewn banks are attractive for climbing and sitting, and 
they provide vantage points for watching the river and boaters running the rapids. 


Vegetation 


Based on A Biological Survey of the New River Gorge National River (Buhlmann and Vaughn 
1987), the Fayette Station area was classified as a rock/rip-rap, riparian habitat with major 
overstory vegetation of red oak, sycamore, and river birch. Understory vegetation includes 
spicebush, poison ivy, Virginia creeper, wild potato ivy, lyre-leaved sage, and golden ragwort. 
Slopes greater than 30% usually have little vegetation. 


The Fayette Station area is at the lower end of the Wolf Creek drainage and contains a section 
of floodplain along the river at the mouth of the creek. Vegetation along tributary streams in 
this area of the river is composed of an overstory of hemlock, silver birch, and red maple. The 
understory vegetation commonly includes rhododendrons and ferns. 


Staff of the Natural Heritage Program in West Virginia reviewed their files for state rare 
species information concerning the Fayette Station area. Although a historical record (1969) 
of a state rare species exists for the sedge Cerex alopecoidea, it was not found in surveys done 
in 1985 and 1986. The state of West Virginia in December 1990 indicated that this plant need 
not be considered during plans for development in the Fayette Station area. 


Wildlife 


A Biological Survey of the New River Gorge National River indicated that various mammals, birds, 
amphibians, and reptiles exist in the national river. These include salamanders, frogs, turtles, 
snakes, black bears, wild turkey, gray squirrels, shrews, cottontails, chipmunks, woodchucks, 
mice, ruffed grouse, skinks, voles, and lizards. According to the study, surveys conducted in 
spring 1984 reported 96 songbird species; 58 were observed in 1985. Various wading birds 
(such as green-backed herons and great blue herons), shorebirds (spotted sandpipers and 
killdeer) and raptors (turkey vultures, black vultures, and ospreys) have also been observed 
throughout the New River Gorge National River. 
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Two state rare species were identified by the staff of the Natural Heritage Program. One 
species, the long-tailed shrew (Sorex dispar), was once under review for listing as threatened 
or endangered (category 2) but is now listed as category 3C or more common than previously 
thought. Review of the file indicates that the shrew could exist in the general area but would 
be unlikely in the habitat at the Fayette Station site. 


The second species cited by the state, the black-bellied salamander (Desmognathus 
guadramaculatus), was observed in Wolf Creek in 1989 and is known to inhabit the area. The 
salamander is of concern to the state because pollution and collection for fishing bait has 
reduced numbers in the New River watershed. The Wolf Creek population is near the 
northern limit of the species’ range. The state suggests that any development in this area 
should protect the integrity of Wolf Creek and surrounding rocky shores. 


Peregrine falcons may frequent the Fayette Station area since a reintroduction effort was 
implemented nearby. Otherwise, no federally listed threatened or endangered species or 
critical habitat are known where development is proposed. 


Water 


The New River is free-flowing for 52 miles within the boundaries of the national river. Water 
quality is consistently good for swimming, boating, and other forms of water recreation. It 
also supplies agricultural and industrial needs. Use as a public water supply requires 
pretreatment to eliminate coliform bacteria and suspended solids. Suitability for fish habitat 
is usually excellent, except for occasional periods of turbid flow during high volume discharge 
from dams. 


NPS monitoring at three New River and seven tributary stations (quarterly since 1980) 
indicates that high total coliform and fecal coliform counts are encountered on some of the 
tributary streams, including Wolf Creek. High counts are recorded often enough to present 
a significant water quality problem within the tributaries and are thought to originate from 
sewage discharges. One possible source is the town of Fayetteville’s sewage treatment plant. 
It is undersized and at times may allow untreated sewage to enter Wolf Creek. Small, one- 
dwelling discharges of untreated sewage take place at various locations along the New River 
that, together with contamination from tributaries, may at times result in high coliform 
concentrations. The dilution factor of the river is quite high; therefore, state health standards 
for coliform concentrations are rarely exceeded in the New River itself. (This segment of Wolf 
Creek has been posted with a water quality advisory to warn the public to avoid water 
contact due to high levels of sewage bacteria.) 


A severe erosion problem exists on the strip of private property between the Cole area and 
Wolf Creek, where sediment is washing into the creek and undercutting the railroad bridge 
abutment. Piles of soil have been dumped on the eroding area in an attempt to control the 
problem, but this soil is unstable and is also washing into the creek. 


Acid mine drainage from headwaters and other mining-related water pollutants affect many 
tributaries to the New River, especially Dunloup, Piney, Mann, Wolf, and Mill Creeks (West 
Virginia Department of Natural Resources 1976). Acid drainage and accompanying sediment 
from barren, unreclaimed mine spoils lower the habitat quality of the creeks but do not 
significantly affect the New River because of dilution. 
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The United States Geological Survey, in cooperation with the National Park Service, produced 
Flood Investigation of the New River in the New River Gorge National River, West Virginia (USGS 
1991) in order to delineate the 2-, 25-, and 100-year flood elevations. Based on the results of 
the study, portions of the Fayette Station area adjacent to the river and below the railroad 
tracks have been determined to be within the 100-year floodplain. 


Only one jurisdictional wetland has been identified in New River Gorge National River. It is 
located in the Glade Creek area in Raleigh County, outside the project area; none have been 
identified near Fayette Station. 


CULTURAL RESOURCES 


The coming of the railroad to the New River gorge in 1873 brought sweeping change to the 
region. The Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad provided a transportation link from the gorge to 
eastern Virginia ports and Ohio River commerce. The railroad also provided access to 
previously remote mountain ridges for coal and coke extraction. As the coal seams were 
exhausted, people moved from the area and left behind deserted homes, businesses, and 
towns. 


The Cole house is in South Fayette, a freight and depot center on the eastbound main line of 
the C&O Railroad. South Fayette and Fayette were connected by an iron truss bridge built 
in 1889 to join one of the early county roads in Fayette County. The Cole property was 
acquired by the C&O Railroad from the Low Moor Iron Company of Virginia by deed in 
November 1906. Previously, a right-of-way and easement were granted by D.T. Connell and 
Morris Harvey te Richmond Toledo and the Chicago Railroad Company for the purpose of 
a railroad in June 1881. Morris Harvey was a West Virginia entrepreneur who initiated 
development in the New River gorge area. 


In 1991 the Mid-Atlantic Regional Office of the National Park Service sent a List of Classified 
Structures (LCS) team to record and evaluate structures within the New River Gorge National 
River. Preliminary research conducted by the LCS team identified the need for additional 
research on the Cole house and associated outbuildings to determine their historical 
significance. The Cole house and historic privy were determined eligible for listing on the 
National Register of Historic Places in 1992 by the West Virginia State Historic Preservation 
Office (SHPO). The privy, woodshed, and chicken coop/shed were determined to be 
noncontributing to the site. The Cole property was determined to be locally significant for its 
connection to the railroad as a stationmaster’s house and as an example of industrial style 
vernacular architecture. 


An archeological inventory and evaluation of the cultural resources of New River Gorge was 
completed in 1981 by Paul D. Marshall and Associates. At that time no significant 
archeological or historic resources were identified in the immediate Fayette Station area except 
for the 1889 iron truss bridge over the New River. That bridge would not be affected by this 
project. 


In February 1992 staff archeologists from the Denver Service Center, the Eastern Applied 
Archeology Center (EAA), and the Mid-Atlantic Regional Office of the National Park Service 
visited Fayette Station. | s determined that the locations selected for development are 
primarily in areas pre’ sed for roads or where ground has been severely disturbed by 
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heavy equipment. Similar disturbances have also taken piace in the area being considered as 
part of the land exchange referenced in the description of alternative 2. Cultural resources 
were found to be so disturbed or so recent that they cannot be considered significant. 
Archeological clearance of all areas of this project except the Cole life estate property were 
recommended by the EAA group. It was determined that any development recommended for 
the Cole property would require archeological reevaluation and possible testing. 


VISITOR USE 


The commercial whitewater rafting season starts in April and runs through October. Peak use 
is primarily on summer weekends. During peak periods between 1,200 and 1,500 people per 
day use commercial rafting services at Fayette Station, which requires the use of between 25 
and 30 buses and approximately 25 equipment trailers. The pickup area at Middle Beach can 
accommodate approximately 10 buses and/or trailers at a time, so commercial trips are 
staggered. Buses need to be onsite for at least 30 minutes to pick up a group. Buses and 
trailers use Middle Beach for loading trips. The Cole area is primarily used as a place to wait 
until there is room to pick up trips at Middle Beach. 


Noncommercial whitewater season occurs at the same time, and includes kayaks, rafts, and 
other types of boats. On summer weekends between 100 to 150 private vehicles use Fayette 
Station as a takeout, with 75 to 100 vehicles on an average summer day. Visitors park at 
Middle Beach, the day use area, the Cole area, and along State Highway 82 wherever pullouts 
allow. 


Statistics for day use are not available, but the area is used by people who watch rafters and 
kayakers negotiate the rapids and who picnic or fish. Peak use is during special events such 
as Bridge Day. 


There are no restrooms or changing facilities onsite at this time. Portable toilets are supplied 
at Middle Beach and the day use area throughout the year. During special events the park, 
in cooperation with the local special events planning commission, has at least 50 to 60 
portable toilets onsite. 


Uses of the area by various groups conflict and should be separated. Demand far exceeds 
available parking supply for all types of vehicles. When river use is at its peak, private and 
commercial vehicles park wherever there is room, sometimes blocking traffic along the roads 
or at the exits. Commercial boating companies use large trucks and buses to get people and 
equipment off the river and require large areas for parking. Noncommercial vehicles may take 
up space needed for the larger vehicles, or block the movements of large groups. However, 
noncommercial vehicles also need access to their takeout area to load their equipment. Day 
users do not need such direct access to the takeout area but are attracted by the boating 
activities, so further parking conflicts arise. 


Expectations about the visitor experience also vary by use and lead to conflicts. Anglers may 
seek quiet places to fish while rafting excursions can be very active. The lack of changing 
facilities forces visitors on commercial boat trips to return to the company headquarters in 
damp clothing. Noncommercial users may change clothes in the parking areas, perhaps 
offending other visitors. 
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Design should provide as much parking as possible for different user groups without 
compromising resources. Commercial, noncommercial, and day use should be separated as 
much as possible. Due to the high demand by boaters, day use should be allowed but not 
expanded or encouraged. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 


Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 approach development of the project area in two construction phases. 
Phase 1 development would take place at Middle Beach, the day use area, and between Wolf 
Creek and the Cole life estate boundary. Phase 2 development would affect the Cole house 
and the outbuildings. 


The potential impacts to cultural resources are similar under all action alternatives for phase 
1. Construction scheduled for phase 1 of the development at Middle Beach, day use area, and 
between Wolf Creek and the Cole life estate boundary would be done in the vicinity of the 
Cole life estate but would have no effect on the setting or integrity of the house, outhouse, 
chicken coop, and woodshed. The impacts to cultural resources under phase 2 are discussed 
by alternative. 


The 1889 iron truss bridge over the New River is in the Fayette Station area but not in the 
area of potential effect. It is not within view of the project and would not be affected by this 


project. 


Air quality would be slightly diminished during construction due to dust. Except for the 
black-bellied salamander, which could be adversely impacted by construction of the 
boardwalk and stairs on the danks of Wolf Creek, wildlife such as small mammals, birds, and 
fish would be only temporarily disturbed or displaced during construction. 


ALTERNATIVE 1 — NO ACTION 


Under this alternative conditions at Fayette Station would remain as they are now. Access and 
circulation problems would continue. 


During peak use times vehicles are parked along both sides of State Highway 82. This is a 
very narrow road and shoulders are practically nonexistent. Problems arise when visitors start 
using both sides of the road for parking, which constricts traffic movement. When 
pedestrians, noncommercial boaters’ vehicles, and commercial boating trucks and buses all 
use the same narrow road for access, safety issues arise along with inevitable conflicts 
between user groups. Day use adds further congestion to the already unsafe area by adding 
vehicles. 


This alternative would have no additional impacts on the state rare animal species (the black- 
bellied salamander), on Wolf Creek, or on floodplains. 


Runoff contributes to the erosion problem between the Cole area and Wolf Creek. Since no 
changes are proposed for Cole area parking in this alternative, there would be no opportunity 
to improve the offsite erosion problem. 


Under this alternative there would be no action taken on the Cole property once it reverts to 
NPS use. In all probability the buildings would deteriorate. 
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ALTERNATIVE 2 — PROPOSED ACTION 


Under this alternative access and circulation have been addressed by organizing parking and 
pedestrian access to the day use area and Middle Beach. 


Visitor safety would be improved by the provision of safer pedestrian access to Middle Beach 
and the day use areas. The new walkway and stairway would eliminate the need to cross the 
railroad tracks and would be located on a 30-foot-wide strip of land adjacent to the railroad 
right-of-way at the east end of the site. 


Paved parking is recommended for the Cole area. Car and bus parking have been separated 
as much as possible, maximizing large vehicle spaces and providing private vehicie access to 
Middle Beach. Boaters could access the takeout area from the Cole area without walking 
along a busy road. They would be able to change into dry clothes in private before driving 
out of the area. 


The commercial outfitter buses would have better facilities for picking people up, taking rafts 
out of the water, and remaining onsite for the time necessary. The facilities proposed for 
buses, car parking, and pedestrian walkways would reduce risks to pedestrians. More vehicles 
would be able to park in lots away from State Highway 82 and pedestrians would be able to 
avoid busy roads. 


This alternative proposes porous paving in the Cole area. The design for this development 
includes a stormwater detention area. This detention area would reduce the rate of flow for 
stormwater runoff. It would also contain stormwater that exceeded the established rate of 
flow, allowing sediment and petroleum products to setile out or evaporate to some degree 
before the water reaches the river. This would also reduce erosion caused by uncontrolled 
runoff between the Cole area and Wolf Creek. 


If successful, the land exchange would allow the Park Service to repair the offsite sediment 
and erosion problems adjacent to the railroad bridge abutment, greatly reducing the amount 
of sedimentation going into Wolf Creek. 


The addition of comfort stations with pump-out vault toilets in two areas of Fayette Station, 
which would replace portable toilets, would significantly increase the sanitary and aesthetic 
conditions of the area. These comfort stations would enhance the visual quality of the area 
and significantly decrease the risk of contamination during floods. 


The use of gravel parking in the day use area would be similar to existing conditions, so there 
would be no impact associated with development. Visual quality would be increased with the 
development of a systematic approach to access, circulation, and public use. 


The state of West Virginia, Department of Commerce, Labor and Environmental Resources, 
Natural Heritage Program staff have asked that any development in or adjacent to Wolf 
Creek (specifically in stream or streambank development) should protect the integrity of the 
creek and the surrounding rocky shores. Their concern is for the state rare animal species, the 
black-bellied salamander. They have requested that the area be posted to remind visitors that 
the salamander is uncommon and listed as a state rare species. 








Because of the possible need to construct boardwalk supports along the creek bank, this 
alternative has the most potential to increase turbidity and sedimentation in Wolf Creek. Any 
creek bank deveiopment or equipment use would ensure that sedimentation increase is 
minimal. Floodplain impacts are not expected. 


Once the Cole property reverts to NPS control, phase two of this alternative would document 
and remove the house and outbuilding. Found eligible for listing to the National Register of 
Historic Places in 1992 by the West Virginia State Historic Preservation Office, removal of the 
structures would be an adverse effect. 


The appendix outlines the costs associated with this alternative and compares the costs of all 
the alternatives. 


ALTERNATIVE 3 


Under this alternative access and circulation (vehicle and pedestrian) to Middle Beach and 
the day use area are the same as alternative 2. 


For the Cole Area this alternative proposes regrading and resurfacing the parking area with 
gravel. This would negate the need for a stormwater detention area as all stormwater would 
be able to percolate through the gravel into the soil below. This percolation would allow for 
filtration of sediments and petroleum products through the soil. It is not expected that this 
method would have an adverse effect on either the New River or Wolf Creek from petroleum 
product contamination or sedimentation from stormwater runoff. As in alternative 2 the land 
exchange would allow the Park Service to repair the offsite sediment and erosion problem 
adjacent to the railroad bridge abutment. This would greatly reduce the amount of 
sedimentation going into Wolf Creek. 


The use of gravel parking in the day use area would be similar to existing conditions, so there 
would be no impact associated with development. Visual quality would be increased with the 
development of a systematic approach to access, circulation, and public use. 


As in alternative 2 the addition of comfort stations with pump-out vault toilets in two areas 
of Fayette Station (replacing portable toilets) would significantly increase the sanitary and 
aesthetic conditions of the area. These comfort stations would enhance the visual quality of 
the area and significantly decrease the risk of contamination during floods. 


The possible impacts to Wolf Creek from construction of the pedestrian access boardwalks 
and the stairway would be the same as in alternative 2. 


After the Cole property reverts to NPS control, phase 2 of this alternative would restore the 
exterior facades of the Cole house and outbuilding. There would be limited interior work. 
Possible uses for the buildings include general storage and first aid equipment storage. The 
buildings would not be open to the public. The scope of effect would be determined at the 
time of the work. 


As in alternative 2 floodplain impacts are not expected. 
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ALTERNATIVE 4 


In this alternative access and circulation (vehicle and pedestrian) are similar to alternatives 
2 and 3. 


As in alternatives 2 and 3 this development would allow boaters to move between the Cole 
area and the takeout area without walking along a busy road. They would be able to change 
into dry clothes before the drive back to the various commercial companies’ headquarters. 


Also as in alternatives 2 and 3 the commercial outfitter buses would have better facilities for 
picking people up, taking rafts out of the water, and staying onsite for the time necessary. 
The facilities proposed for buses, car parking, and pedestrian access would reduce risks to 
pedestrians. More vehicles would be able to park in lots away from State Highway 82 and 
pedestrians would be able to avoid busy roads. 


As in alternative 2 porous paving is proposed in the Cole area. The design for this 
development includes a stormwater detention area This detention area would allow for a 
reduced rate of flow tor stormwater runoff in the paved parking area. It would allow any 
stormwater exceeding an established rate of flow to be contained in one area, allowing 
sediment and petroleum products to settle out or evaporate somewhat before the water 
reached the river. It would also reduce the amount of uncontrolled runoff contributing to 
offsite erosion problems 


Gravel parking would continue to be used in the day use area, so there would be no impact 
associated with development. Visual quality would be increased with the development of a 
systematic approach to access, circulation, and public use. 


The addition of comfort stations with pump-out vault toilets in two areas of Fayette Station 
(instead of portable toilets) would significantly improve sanitation and aesthetics. These 
comfort stations would enhance the visual quality of the area and significantly decrease the 
risk of contamination during floods. 


The possible impacts to Wolf Creek from construction of the pedestrian access boardwalks 
and stairway would be the same as in alternative 2. 


As in alternative 2 floodplain impacts are not expected. 

Once the Cole property reverts to NPS control, phase 2 of this alternative would restore the 
exterior facade of the house and outbuilding. The interior of the Coie house would be 
modified for adaptive reuse, which could include visitor information, park storage, and office 


space. The scope vf effect would be determined at the time of the action. 


The appendix outlines the costs associated with this alternative and compares the costs of all 
alternatives. 
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COMPLIANCE 


CULTURAL RESOURCES 


Proposed project activities are consistent with actions outlined in the general management 
plan that was approved under a 1981 memorandum of agreement among the West Virginia 
State Historic Preservation Office, the National Park Service, and the Advisory Council for 
Historic Preservation (ACHP). In the Fayette Station project area potential impacts on the 
cultural resources must be addressed under provisions for assessing effects outlined in 36 
CFR part 800 regulations issued by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
implementing section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended 
(NHPA; 16 U.S.C. 470 et. seq.). Under the “Criteria of Effect” [36 CFR Part 800.9(a)], federal 
undertakings are considered to have an effect when they alter the character, integrity, or use 
of a cultural resource or alter the qualities that qualify a property for listing on the National 
Register of Historic Places. 


The National Park Service will consult with the West Virginia State Historic Preservation 
Office and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation to ensure that NPS operation, 
management, and administration provide for the site’s cultural resources in accordance with 
the intent of National Park Service policies and with sections 106, 110, and 111 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act as stated in the 1990 programmatic agreement among the National 
Park Service, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and the National Conference of 
State Historic Preservation Officers. Under stipulation D of the programmatic agreement all 
undertakings that are not considered categorical exclusions or are not included in plans 
reviewed under former programmatic memoranda of agreement would be reviewed in 
accordance with 36 CFR, part 800. A list of actions that will or will not require further 
consultation can be found in appendix B. 


Internally, the Park Service will complete an “Assessment of Actions Having an Effect on 
Cultural Resources” form (XXX form) prior to the implementation of any proposed action. The 
form would document any project effects and outline actions proposed to mitigate any effects. 
All implementing actions for cultural resources will be reviewed using the XXX form and will 
be certified by the regional office cultural resource specialists as specified in NPS-28. 


Before any ground-disturbing action by the Park Service in phase 2 a professional archeologist 
would determine the need for archeological inventory or testing necessary for the Cole 
property. Any such studies would be carried out before or in conjunction with construction 
and would meet the requirements of the state historic preservation officer and the Park 
Service. 


NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT OF 1969 


This Environmental Assessment, Designs for Parking Areas and Comfort Stations, Fayette Station, 
New River Gorge National River provides disclosure of the design planning and decision- 
making process and potential environmental consequences of the alternatives as required by 
the National Environmental Policy Act. This document will be available for public review. 
Agency and public comments will then be considered. The alternatives and environmental 


33 








assessment will be reviewed in light of the comments, and the design will be completed 
accordingly. 


ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT OF 1973 


Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act directs all federal agencies to use their authorities 
to further the purpose of the act by carrying out programs for the conservation of endangered 
or threatened species. Federal agencies are required to consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service to ensure that any action authorized, funded, or carried out by the agency does not 
jeopardize the continued existence of listed species or critical habitat. 


In November 1991 the National Park Service contacted the state of West Virginia Department 
ot Commerce, Labor and Environmental Resources, Natural Heritage Program concerning 
their listing of state endangered or threatened species, species of special concern, and critical 
habitat. The state responded as described in this document. 


Informal consultation under section 7 of the Endangered Species Act was initiated with the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) on January 22, 1991, with a request tor survey needs. 
Ina memo dated August 1992, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service stated that after consultation 
regarding this project, “no biological assessment or further section 7 consultation under the 
Endangered Species Act will be required with the Fish and Wildlife Service.” 


EXECUTIVE ORDER 11988 ("FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT") AND 
EXECUTIVE ORDER 11990 ("PROTECTION OF WETLANDS") 


Although the parking areas adjacent to the river would be within the 100-year floodplain, the 
development of these facilities is excepted by the NPS guidelines from compliance with 
Executive Order 11988 (‘Floodplain Management). The reason tor the exception is that the 
purposes of the access, circulation, parking, and takeout cannot be fulfilled unless constructed 
in proximity to the river. Since these parking areas adjacent to the river would not be 
hardened surfaces and have been previously disturbed, and some of the existing hardened 
surfaces would be removed, these actions would not significantly impact floodplain values. 
Because of the terrain and the need to disperse ratters quickly once boats are out of the water, 
construction of the needed facilities outside of the floodplain is not a practicable alternative. 
The comfort stations would all be located with floor levels above the 100-year flood elevation, 
as recommended 


No junsdictional wetlands have been located in or near the project area. 


FEDERAL WATER POLLUTION CONTROL ACT 


New facility construction and park operations would have little effect on water quality. Any 
NPS construction in streams or on streambanks would comply with the requirements of 
section 404 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act and other applicable federal, state, and 
local regulations. This project could require permits from the State Public Lands Corporation, 
the state agency that has jurisdiction over all stream bottoms. This project, in conjunction with 
a possible 404 permit, may need a sediment and erosion control plan as administered by the 
state division of water resources. 
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The pump-out vault toilets eliminate the need for sewage treatment and would not pollute 
adjacent surface and groundwater. Stormwater detention in the Cole, Middle Beach, and day 
use parking areas allows for mitigation of direct stormwater runoff into Wolf Creek and the 
INew River. 


COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY MEMORANDUM 
ON PRIME OR UNIQUE FARMLAND SOILS 


A memorandum dated August 11, 1980, from the Council on Environmental Quality requires 
federal agencies to assess the effects of their actions on soils classified by the Soil 
Conservation Service (SCS) as prime or unique farmlands. The information contained in the 
various studies used for this report, including the SCS soil survey, indicate that there are no 
such soils in the project area, so there would be no impact on prime or unique farmlands. 


35 





CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 


Contacts were maintained during the course of this environmental assessment with the 
following agencies: 


U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

West Virginia Natural Heritage Program 

West Virginia Public Lands Corporation 

West Virginia Division of Water Resources 

West Virginia Department of Commerce, Labor and Environmental Resources 
West Virginia Department of Health 

West Virginia Department of Transportation 

West Virginia State Historic Preservation Office 

CSX Railroad 


LX 








APPENDIX A — COST ESTIMATES 


The following represents gross construction cost estimates (in 1994 dollars) for alternatives 2, 3, and 
4. Costs are based on preliminary estimates and are intended for comparison purposes only. More 
accurate estimates would be prepared in the design process for the selected alternative. 














































































































ALTERNATIVE 2 
Development Item | Gross Construction | Construction Planning | Total Costs 
COLE AREA 
Gravel Walk $589 $112 $702 
Stairway 22,925 4,375 27,300 
Pedestrian Bridge 31,440 6,000 37 440 
Cantilevered Boardwalk 38,317 7,312 45,630 
Fence Railroad Row 6,288 1,200 7,488 
Clearing and Grubbing 5,502 1,050 6,552 
Site Preparation 32,488 6,200 38,688 
Tree Removal 1,965 375 2,340 
Parking Pavement 53,317 10,175 63,492 
Bus Parking Pavement 63,666 12,150 75,816 
Asphalt Road 47,160 9,000 56.160 
Paved Areas and Walkways 40,872 7,800 48,672 
Kiosks 78,600 15,000 93,600 
Benches 1,113 212 1,326 
Trees 9,956 1,900 11,856 
Reseed 1,965 375 2,340 
Signs 917 175 1,092 
Stormwater Detention 9,825 1875 11,700 
Screening Trees 1,572 300 1872 
Document House and Outbuilding 13,100 2,500 15,600 
Demolish House and Foundation 13,100 2,500 15,600 
Interpretive Exhibits 26,200 5,000 31,200 
Demolish Outbuildings 6,550 1,250 7 800 
MIDDLE BEACH 
Clearing and Grubbing 720 137 858 
Grading 1,572 300 1872 
Comfort Station 150,650 28,750 179,400 
Gravel Trail 1,139 217 1,357 
Bridge Improvements 45,850 8,750 54,600 
Pavement 5,240 1,000 6,240 
DAY USE 
Clearing and Grubbing 1,519 290 1,809 
Grading 9,432 1,800 11,232 






































































































































































































































































































































Entry Drive and Loop Turnaround 7816 3,400 | 21,216 
Gravel Parking q R667 .. 3%? - 22,20 
| Comfort Station | 65500 | _ _ 12,500 [ 78,000 
Pavement | . 3275 | | 625 | 3,900 
Retaining Wall 195 375 2,340 
Gravel Walk — ; | 92 tT 37 ; 2,730 
Retaining Wall (driveway) a tT 1272—~—«| - ay 15,210 
| Fles ated Boardwalk ee 87 i 0562 | 65,910 
[ Tree Removal je __ 3,980 { 7 4 4,680 
| Landscaping — es 5.240, _|[ —___ 1,000 7 —_ 6,240 
| | 
/ Subtotal oO a 910358”: $1,084,090 
- en ea, (La aime 
| Gene ‘ral Conditions 7 $182, 071 
TOTAL $1,092,428 | 7 $173,732 | $1,266,162 
ALTERNATIVE 3 
| Development Item | Gross Construction | Construction Planning | Total Costs 
COL E AREA BO BO oO 
Gravel Walk SSOSOSOCSC*dYSC 
mis Sa 
| Pedestrian Bridge oe _j| 3 AO { 600 - 37 440 7 
Cantilevered Boardwalk 38,317 7,312 | 45,630 
| Fence Railroad Row f 6.288 fT 1,200 ft 7 488 
Clearing and Grubbing ns 2292 tr 437 tT 2,7 
Site Preparation es nn (Ys | ny Cs 12,636 
Gravel Parking rr 24800000———<is~*sé‘iSS | _ 29,640 
Gravel Road —— es ee) 30,498 
Removal Asphalt Diveway | s—<“<i«é‘iwTsts~=<Ss~sé‘ SC 4851 
Gravel Areas and Walkways tT 88D tT 162 T 1014 
Bulletin Boards im rn ie a 40 TT 249 
Benches Toor) 912 11,934 
Trees es eS) ee ey 6,240 
Reseed  t—s TO 1,965 [ a , 2,340 
Signs at House ee T | O17 i 175 | 1,092 
Screening, Trees _ a 2620 . ti—‘CSs 500 7 3,120 
Stabilize House [ a 35 370, ; iz 7 6 750 | 7 7 42,120 
Restore Exterior of House | 65,500, | 12,500 | 78,000 
Screening Around House | 9.170 1,750 | 10,920 
Demolish Outbuildings | 6550 |! 1250 | 7,800 
MIDDLE BEACH i 
Clearing and Grubbing | 7) { 137 | 858 
Grading | 1572 | 300 | 1,872 
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Comfort Station | 150650 | a. ee 179,400 
Gravel Trail | 7 ee 217. =| 1,357 
Improvements to One-lane 4580 | $730 | 54,600 
Bridge 
Pavement . sw 0tti‘(i‘i‘éOCOLCOWOC!O~™S 6,240 
DAY USE — : 
| Clearing and Grubbing, a es 1 ee mC en) | 
Grading rs rv .. an 1300 0” 11,232 
| Entry Drive and Loop _ | “17816 3400 21.216 
Turnaround 
‘Cute  ## - 1K667 3562 220 
 Conked Station OO 65,500 1250 — 78,000 7 
Bheccnendaticece ee nee —— —— ancien 
Pavement ) 3,275 625 3,900 
Wiccan: | | ned 
Retaining Wall 1.965 75 2,40 
GravelWalktst=<CiS~Ssti‘:;S.O*C*«COiU:COCS a7 CO 27 
| Retaining Wall (driveway) | 12772. | 2407— ti (t*é‘:‘*SUS‘WQSC*’ 
Elevated Boardwalk rs et ae 10,562 ; 65910 | 
TreRemoval—é—“‘~S*~it~™S 393% 70 a 100 | 
[tanseanng te | 
Subtotal _ $708, 382 $135,187 $843, 570 
an a ae Sen 
TOTAL | $850, 059 $135, 187° $985,246 
ALTERNATIVE 4 
| Development Item - | Gross Constru tion ( ‘onstruction Pl P lanning | Total Costs 
TCOLEARFA.t—<“‘i‘“‘SOS™S*~*~*~™ Sn 7 OY 
Gravel Walk 7 gg gt Tg 702 
Stairway —— 305 | SCOTS 27,300 || 
Pedestrian Bridge 31,440 tT 6000 TO 37440 
Cantilevered Boardwalk 317, | 7,312 | 45,630 
Fence Railroad Row 6,288 [ 1,200 | 7, r 
Clearing and Grubbing 65 | 25 780 
Site Preparation 4585 | 875 5460 | 
| + <<} —— 
Parking Pavement 50,893 | 9,712 60,606 
Road Pavement 1,637 | 312 1,950 
Paved Areas and Walks 8842 1,687 10530 
Waysides and Information Boards 209 40 249 
Trees 3,668 700 4,368 
Reseeding 1,965 375 2,340 
Signs at House 917 | 175 1,092 
Stormwater Detention 9.825 | 1,875 11,700 
Screening Trees ; 4,716 7 | 900 5,616 
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Stabilization of House | +35, 37 0 6,750 42,120 
-—— ———— ——— eR | + 
Restore Exterior of House | 65,500 12,500 78,000 
Modify Interior of House | 82530 | 15,750 | 98,280 
S$ —— —-- —-¢- — —-— -- + + 4 
Wheelchair Access to House 1600 | 315 | 1,965 
—— ———— ———+- —-— - —_-—_- -—___ + — + 
Demolish Outbuildings 6,550 | 1,250 7, BOO 
emo —— +--+ 
MIDDLE BEACH | 
————E ————+ ——ee Ee + 
Clearing and Grubbing | 720 137 858 
—- —_—_— + —_—_—_—_—___ ———$$_$__—_44-_ __ __ 7 
Grading 1,572 300 1,872 
| S$. $$ fe] 
Comfort Station 150, 650 28,750 179,400 
Gravel Trail 1, 139 217 1,357 
—— RG Gem | — ; 
Improvements to One-lane Bridge 5850 | 8,750 54,600 
—— > ——— 
Pavement 5.240 1,000 6,240 
SSeS = — — EE —————— = & ————eeE — 
DAY USE 
- ——————— ee a —— —— 
Clearing and Grubbing 1,519 | 290 | 1,809 
: eee eee ars Dee sapepieeeutalione 
Grading 9 432 | 1,800 | 11,232 
—— eee OO | - + —— 
Entry Drive and Loop Turnaround i7, 816 | 3,400 21,216 
—~ rr —-—- -- — -—-— | a | -_— 4 
Gravel Parking 18.667 3,562 | 22,230 
Ss cineneamenapiaaiiiaes ae 4 ae sinnmeieneisaneonben Ne ee oe — 
é Comfort Station 65,500 12,500 78, 000 
a ee a eee + A 
eames | 3275 | 625 3900 | 
-——_--_—_—__- t -—— — — + — —--——— — a 
Retaining W all | 1,965 375 2,340 
ancien eee ee it ee 
Gravel Walk 2,292 437 2,730 
— +> Sa + — ———— | 
Retaining Wall (driveway) | 12,772 | 2,437 15.210 | 
—_—_—..k enn tenn + rea nal 
Elevated Boardwalk | 55,347 10,562 65,910 
[ ——————— - — ———— — — — + = - | 
Tree Remoy al 3,930 70 4,680 
Landse “aping | 5,240 1,000 6,240 | 
es = es Ear . rT ae ———+ 
Subtotal $782 004 $149,237 | $931,242 | 
— —_—__—_—— ——__-—— —__ —___— $e + — -—-— ———__---—— - + . - ‘ 
| General C onditions | $156,400 
“TOTAL $938,405 $149,237 $1,087,642 








APPENDIX B — CULTURAL RESOURCE COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS 


The list of actions below delineates: (1) programmatic exclusions that are not likely to have adverse 
effects on cultural resources that may be implemented without further state historic preservation office 
and Advisory Council on Historic Preservation review and (2) actions requiring review by the state 
historic preservation office and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation during the design stages. 
PROGRAMMATIC EXCLUSION 

Historical, archeological, and architectural investigations to provide research information (C1d) 


Repaving existing roads or parking areas (C1g) 


Installation of signs and wayside exhibits (C11) 


ACTIONS NOT EXCLUDED BUT REQUIRING NO FURTHER REVIEW 


None 


ACTIONS REQUIRING FURTHER REVIEW 

Documentation of Cole property 

Removal of Cole house and outbuilding 

Constructing vault toilet/changing rooms at Middie Beach, day use 
Expanding parking at Middle Beach, Cole area 

Constructing parking at day use area 

Constructing elevated boardwalk between Middle Beach and day use 


Walkway and stairway between Cole area and Middle Beach 
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As the nation’s principal conservation agency, the Department of the Interior has basic responsibility for 
most of our nationally owned public lands and natural and cultural resources. This includes fostering 
wise use of our land and water resources, protecting our fish and wildlife, preserving the environmental 
and cultural values of our national parks and historical places, and providing for the enjoyment of life 
through outdoor recreation. The department assesses our energy and mineral resources and works to 
ensure that their development is in the best interests of all our people. The department also promotes 
the goals of the Take Pride in America campaign by encouraging stewardship and citizen responsibility 
tor the public lands and promoting citizen participation in their care. The department also has a major 
responsibility for American Indian reservation communities and for people who live in island territories 
under U.S. administration. 
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